Publisher Harold Weisberg 
7627 Old Receiver Road 
R . d .Frederick 
M.D.2170I 

U.S.A. 



Dear Harold Dragor 12 / 2-92 

First of all I would like to thank you for your last letter, and 
tell you that I am glad that you like my pictures. 

After all the publicity Oliver Stone and his movie have received 
the last couple of weeks, I must admit I got curious and went to 
see it the other day here in Copenhagen. 

But I must also tell you that I got very disappointed, and I can 
understand why you and many other serious people, who have spend 
many years studying the assassination of President Kennedy, think 
that Oliver Stone and Jim Garrison have, as you wrote me, misled 
the people by their all-inclusive theory presented as facts. 

That is excactly what this movie shows. 

The only good thing Oliver Stone maybe have accomplished with his 
movie is, if there will be a public demand for releasing the archi- 
ves from the Warren Commission. 

Do you think that it will reveal more new evidence, you have not 
been aware of before, if this file would be released, or have 
they already destroy the most damaging evidence, I think so. 

As I have told you before I read Time Magazine, and in their last 
two issues, they have published some articles in connection with 
the Oliver Stone movie, and as always is their opinion of President 
Kennedy not very high. 

One of this articles by Ron Rosenbaum, I don't know him, have in 
my opinion some very offensive remarks for many people: 

"While no new evidence have emerged, the film 
has focused attention on the band of mostly 
self-appontied experts who zealously pursue 
theories of a wider plot." 

At the same time, I was surprised to read a very favorable and I 
think fair article in Life Magazine from december- 91 , in which 
you were quoted in connection with the many conspiracy theories. 
That’s enough of Oliver Stone. 



I would rather comment on your books. I notice that you suggest 
that I begin my translation with Whitewash 1, that is also my 
intention, but the reason for beginning with Whitewash 4, was 
because it gives me a better understanding of the background 
for your writing from the beginning, and the attitude from the 
authorities, FBI, CIA and the Warren Commision in the investi- 
gation of the assassination, which i think started your long and 
tireless efforts to get to the truth. 

Let my try to explain my intentions, which is very difficult. 

In my opinion, is it very important to know the background for the 
Warren Commision, why it was assembled, who were the men Lyndon 
Johnson selected to serve in the Commission, what whas the inten- 
tions among this respectable men, where they interested in finding 
the truth, why was they so afraid of the evidence they find, why 
was they so afraid of Mr. Hoover, and finally, can we belive them 
and their final report, (which I doubt) 

Therefore, I think is is important for any person to know the back- 
ground for this Commission when one read Whitewash 1 . I think that 
when you read the book, together with the knowledge from among other 
things the transcipt from the session of the Warren Commision the 
27th of January 1964, you know how the mentality was among the members, 
and therefore your evidence in Whitewash 1, will have a more stronger 
effect, understanding and credibility. 

Perhaps I am wrong in this analyse, but I would like to hear your 
opinion to this. 

In Whitewash 4, you examine the book of Gerald Ford "Portrait of 
the Assassin" and his faking of the 27th. January transcript. I have 
read the first chapter of this book in David Wrone's "Freedom of 
Information" which he so kindly forwarded to me, and I have inten- 
de to use this material along with your proof of the faking of this 
transcript, but I am not sure whether there would be any problem 
with the copyrigt of the book of Gerald Ford. 

The transcript, the original, is very fascinating to read, and at 
the same time chocking, and I would like to ask you some few que- 
stions regarding this. 

The members of the Commission discuss at great lenght, whether the 
reporter Mr.Hudkins can claim privilege for not disclosing his sour- 
ces. According to the "Bill of Rights" which the members on the Com- 
mission should be well familiar with, specially the Chief Justice 
Earl Warren. 



In this amendment to the American Constitution, which I am sure 
I don't have to tell you about, is it stated: 



"Government shall not infringe on publisher's right 
not to disclose sources of published thoughts 
government can not punish reporters 
for refusing to reveal the names of informants." 

How can the Commission then be in doubt, whether Mr.Hudkins can 
be forced to reveal his sources. 

What happen to Mr.Hudkins afterwards, was there any retribution 
against him in his job or otherwise? 

Why was this distinquish men, selected by the President of the 
United States, so afraid of the government agencies, and specially 
Mr .Hoover . They have been giving autority by their president to in- 
vestigate everything and everybody, and when they stumbled over the 
thruth, they were to afraid to confront it. 

Going back to your letter, you told me you could send me some do- 
cuments I could use in my translation. It is very difficult for me 
to select from your I believe enormous archives, but I am intere- 
sted in some of the FBI-reports in Whitewash 4, but I would rather 
leave it op to you, if it is not to much to ask for, if you could 
select some documents you think is important. 

I do not hope I have been asking to much of you, but I have so many 
questions I would like to ask, so even I try to make a short letter, 
I always ending up making a long one. 



Lasse Larsen 
Engvej 76 
2791 Drag0r 
Denmark . 
Lasse 



Sincerely Lasse 




1st 

Freedom of the Press - 
Right to Read 

Government has no power 
to restrain, license or censor press, 
nor prohibit an individual or group 
from reading what has been published, 
because of the right to association. 

Government shall not censor thought or pubhcatiorvi, 
the censorial power is in the people — 
over the government. 

Government has no power to define or punish 
any form of slander or libel against it. 

Government shall not infringe a publisher's right 
not to disclose sources of published thoughts; 
government can not punish reporters 
for refusing to reveal the names of informants. 

Freedom of the press applies to all media 
used to publish and disseminate thought ; 

including newspapers, magazines, books, 
audio-video recordings, films and motion pictures; 

all forms and expressions of creative art and drama, 
and scientific inventions and discoveries; 

also, radio and television broadcasting 

(Subject to Government allocation of broadcasting frequencies, 
which constitute a limited natural resource). 



